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PER CURI AM

Herbert Al onzo Robinson appeals the dism ssal wthout
prejudice of his pro se 42 US C A 8§ 1983 (Wst Supp. 2001)
conplaint. The district court adopted the recommendati on of the
magi strate judge and di sm ssed Robinson’s conplaint for failure to
denonstrate adequately that he had exhausted his admnistrative
remedi es. This court may exercise jurisdiction only over fina
orders, 28 U S.C 8§ 1291 (1994), and certain interlocutory and
collateral orders, 28 U S.C. § 1292 (1994); Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b);

Cohen v. Beneficial 1Indus. Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949).

Because Robi nson may be able to save this action by adequately
denonstrati ng exhaustion, the order whi ch Robi nson seeks to appeal

is not an appeal able final order. See Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar

Wrkers Local Union 392, 10 F.3d 1064 (1993). Accordingly, we

di sm ss the appeal .
We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materi als before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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